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Office Action Summary 


Application No. 


Applicant(s) 

1 a KcL-Va 


Examiner 


Group Art Unit 





— The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address— 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



^(tWO 

5=?^ MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 



Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely, may reduce any earned patent 
term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 



^^^Responsive to communication(s) filed on 



n This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 21 3. 



Disposition of Claims 

^Xplaim(s) Ll3- 



Of the above claim(s) 

□ Claim(s) 

'yl Claim(s) 1 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Claim(s) 



Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on 



is/are pending in the application. 

is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 

are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



^g^The drawing(s) filed on I / 1 6y 0Q^-_ is/are objected to by the Examiner 
The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 



Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd) 

^^Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 (aHd). 
^All □ Some* □ None of the: 
^Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
'Certified copies not received: 



Attachments) 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1 449, Paper No(s). 
^S^Jotice of Reference® Cited, PTO-892 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-41 3 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-1 52 

□ Other 



Office Action Summary 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326 (Rav. 11/00) 



Part of Paper No. 



•U S GPO: 2000-472-999/43204 



# 



Application/Control Number: 09/995,557 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2817 

DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . Figure should be designated by a legend such as —Prior Art— because only that which is 
old is illustrated (see e.g. pg. 2, Ins. 1-2). See MPEP § 608.02(g). A proposed drawing 
correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment 
of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The specification is 
objected to because it contradicts itself. The abstract, at lines 12-14 thereof and the specification 
at page 6, lines 17-19, each recite that the "electrode duty of the series arm resonator is greater 
than the electrode duty of the parallel arm resonator" as does claim 1, at lines 15-17. However, 
the detailed description at page 13, line 10 through page 14, line 10 and page 14, line 20 through 
page 1 5, line 2 appear to describe beneficial results when the electrode duty of the parallel arm 
resonators is greater than the electrode duty of the series arm resonator as in Samples A and B in 
Fig. 6. The Examiner cannot determine which is correct, and the contradictory nature of the 
specification has resulted in the rejections which follow. Appropriate correction is required. 

3. The amendment to the disclosure received 1/25/02 is objected to because of the following 
informality. If Applicant agrees to the following change, in order to avoid a complicated 
amendment of an amendment, the Examiner will make the change at the time of issue. 



